German translations of the Origin. It was the press that made Darwin into a public figure and celebrity. The fact that, unlike Darwin, Wallace was never caricatured in print, meant that the Victorians came to equate evolution solely with Darwin.
Darwin's post-1859 writings receive specific treatments, though their critical reception is largely ignored. We learn how Darwin's work on plants turned the Down grounds into an external workshop of Kew Gardens and Darwin into an experimentalist. His Of course, Krafft-Ebing continues to be known, not for his asylum and clinic practice, but for his work with sexual "perverts" and the multiple editions of his Psychopathia sexualis, new editions of which have continued to appear with some regularity in a multitude of languages even in the decades since his death. One enterprising American publisher produced an edition, appropriately enough in 1969, that was explicitly advertised as pornography, a recital, it would appear, "of unnatural sex practices, weird auto-erotic methods, sex-lust-torture-much, much more". But as Oosterhuis dryly comments, "Today, fully three decades after the sexual revolution of the 1960s, it is difficult to imagine that Psychopathia Sexualis is still read because of its titillating qualities" (p. 278).
Once seen as a daring explorer of the sexual underworld of late-nineteenth-century society, in our time a chorus of Foucaultians and Szaszians (echoed in a more minor key, oddly enough, by their fierce critic, Edward Shorter) has more recently condemned Krafft-Ebing as anything but a progressive in the struggle against sexual repression. For such scholars, on the contrary, Krafft-Ebing has been the purveyor of a new medical disciplinary power, a "biopower" devoted to repressing and "controlling the free and easy pleasures ofthe body" (p. 7). It is a set of views against which Oosterhuis issues a sharp and closely reasoned dissent, which he buttresses with a careful analysis of Krafft-Ebing's relationships with his patients and correspondents. Just as it will not do to reduce Krafft-Ebing to a simple stick figure who embodies the stock materialist impulses of late-nineteenth-century psychiatry, so, Oosterhuis asserts, it will not do to see him as just a closet manipulator, the propagator of new and more subtle schemes of social control.
Oosterhuis has produced a fine piece of scholarship. His book deserves a wide readership.
Andrew Scull, University of California, San Diego Henry L Minton, Departingfrom deviance: a history of homosexual rights and emancipatory science in America, University of Chicago Press, 2002, pp. xi, 344, US$65.00 (hardback 0-226-53043-4) , US$20.00 (paperback 0-226-53044-2) .
For some time now, the academic world has been waiting for a book that looks at sexual science without suggesting that all the participants were evil men out to spurn homosexuals. This moment has arrived with Henry Minton's Departing from deviancy. Of course other texts, such as Harry Oosterhuis's Stepchildren of nature (Chicago University Press, 2000) , have argued that not all sexologists were anti-homosexual, but a vast number of books on American sexology have certainly assumed that scientists who dared to speak about "sexual perversions" were necessarily trying to protect white patriarchy from such pathological individuals. What this unsophisticated view neglects is that homosexuals and other so-called "perverts" actually engaged with sexologists in order to construct medical knowledge about "perversions", that many sexologists (such as Havelock Ellis, Magnus Hirschfeld, Iwan Bloch, etc.)-unlike psychoanalysts-actually had a reform agenda and wanted to change the laws which incarcerated people for acting upon their sexual desires for people of the same sex (and other sex crimes), and that many sexologists held that the "perversions" were natural, that they existed in other cultures and in other epochs, so should not be illegal. It is too much to assume that these same "homosexual-friendly" sexologists would not also hold some ideas about women, race, and sexuality which do not meet today's politically-correct criteria-but that should come as no surprise to any historian. Nevertheless, it is only recently that such a revision of the story of sexology as some kind of evil conspiracy out to "get" homosexuals has been proposed.
Minton's Departing from deviancy is an important part of this account.
Minton' s book offers us the clearest indication that homosexuals took an active role in the construction of scientific knowledge about homosexuality. Initially, as Oosterhuis showed
